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REMARKS,  &c. 

'  .  '  *  *  1  •  i  .  *  >  ^ 

A  N  apology  for  troubling  the  public 
^  ■**  with  the  concerns  of  individuals,  is 
always  necefiary.  Private  chara&er  is,  to 
almoft  every  man,  of  lefs  or  more  import¬ 
ance  ;  but,  to  a  Phyfician,  it  is  of  the 
greateft :  the  defence  of  private  charafter 
in  the  cafe  of  a  Phyfician,  muft,  therefore, 
be  admitted  as  an  apology  fufficiently 
valid. 
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•  [  4  ] 

From  motives  of  humanity  to  the  indi¬ 
gent  part  of  my  fpecies,  and  from  a  full 
conviftion  of  the  utility  of  the  eftablifli- 

«  •  ,r  »,  7  r  •»  ;  ■■■  ■-  ✓ 

cc  ment  for  inoculating  the  poor  at  their 

own  houfes”  ;  I  fome  time  ago  addreffed 
a  printed  letter  to  Sir  Robert  Barker  and 
George  Stacpoole,  Efq;  two  gentlemen 
concerned  in  the  fupport  of  that  eftablifh- 
ment,  containing  fome  hints  which  I 
thought  might  operate  in  its  favour.  To¬ 
wards  the  clofe  of  this  letter,  the  following 
unfortunate  paragraph  was  innocently 
inferred. 

JL 

s  r  r  •  w  f  * 

f  V.  ..  ..  i  4.  ,  .  *  '  *  >  ,  .  J  J  .  J-  ‘  / 

“  Before  I  conclude,  I  beg  leave  to  add, 
“  that  though  I  am  engaged  in  the  plan 
“  for  General  Inoculation,  an  inftitution 
“  which  has  not  been  fo  fortunate  as  to 
cc  have  gained  the  patronage  or  approba- 
“  tion  of  the  celebrated  Baron  'Dims- 
“  bale,  yet  it  has  not  arifen  from  the 

\  “  mod 
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c£  mofl  diftant  idea  of  oppofition  to  him. 
iC  I  acknowledge,  with  pleafure,  that  I  have 
“  long  enjoyed  the  favour  of  his  friend- 
“  fliip ;  and  the  more  intimately  I  have 
“  been  acquainted  with  him,  the  more  I 
£;  admire  and  efieem  his  character  as  a 
££  gentleman,  and  his  difcernment  as  a 
<£  phyfician ;  and  I  am  perfuaded  that  he 

C£  would  as  cordially  as  myfelf,  unite  in 

■ 

promoting  a  plan  for  General  Inocula- 
f£  tion,  if  he  had  the  fame  conviftion  of 
££  its  public  utility/’ 

This  was  fincere ;  it  wore  the  appear¬ 
ance  of  fmcerity ;  it  was  at  that  time  my 
* 

opinion,  and  feemed  incapable  of  giving 
offence  to  any  man.  But  there  are  men 
whom  it  is  equally  dangerous  to  praife  as 
to  cenfure ;  they  are  too  great  to  be  ap¬ 
proached.  The  late  Alex.  Pope  was  of 
this  number  :  his  pride  and  irritability  were 

intolerable, 
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intolerable,  and  notwithftanding  the  ac¬ 
knowledged  fuperiority  of  his  charafter  as* 
a  poet,  rendered  him  defpicable  as  a  man.*' 

Soon  after  the  publication  of  the  above- 
mentioned  Letter,  I  heard  with  great  fur- 
prife,  that  the  mod  fevere  cenfures  of  my 
condu6l,  the  mod  depreciating  and  in¬ 
jurious  infinuations  of  my  meannefs  and 
46  prefumption,  in  pretending  to  an  ac- 
“  quaintance  where  none  fub filled, ”  were 
circulated  in  the  moll  public  and  infulting 
manner ;  and  that  by  perfons  who  not  only 
profeded 'a  Friendfhip  for  Baron  Dims- 
dale,  but  who  had  aftually  acquired' 
his  confidence.  Their  abufe  would  have 


*  See  a  correfpondence  between  him,  and  the  late 
Aaron  Hill,  Efq;  printed  in  the  pofthumous  works  of 
the  latter.  In  this  correfpondence,  the  petulant  difpofi- 
tion  of  the  great  poet  is  too  vifible  for  the  honour  of  his 
chara&er,  and  gives  his  liberal  adverfary  a  manifefl 
advantage. 


been 
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been  treated  with  deferved  contempt, 
had  not  the  Baron  himfelf  declared  his 
opinion  in  a  pamphlet,  which  he  has  in- 
duftrioufly  endeavoured  to  diftribute,  which 
he  has  advertifed  to  be  left  at  Coffee-houfes 
for  general  infpe6iion,*  and  with  copies 

of 

*  The  Authors  of  the  Critical  Review,  exprefs  them- 
felves  on  Baron  Dimsdale’s  “  Remarks”,  in  the 
following  terms.  “  In  this  pamphlet  Baron  Dimfdale 
4‘  clearly  evinces  the  danger  that  might  arife  to  the  com- 
“  munity,  by  the  infeftion  of  the  Small  Pox,  upon  the 
“  plan  propofed  of  inoculating  tke  poor  at  their  own 
“  houfes .”  Vol.  xlvii.  page  234. 

The  fame  Critics,  in  their  review  of  Dr.  Watkinfon’s 
Examination  of  the  charge  brought  againff  Inoculation 
by  Dimfdale,  &c.  fay,  that  “  the  charge  examined  in 
“  this  pamphlet  is,  that  Inoculation  fpreads  the  variolous 
“  contagion,  and  increafes  the  mortality  of  the  natural 
“  Small  Pox.  Dr.  Watkinfon,  however,  produces  the 
“  flrongefl  evidence  to  prove  that  fuck  an  opinion  is  totally 
groundlefs  and  chimei ical.  It  would  lead  us  into  an  un- 
“  neceffary  detail,  to  enumerate  the  conclufive  fads  and 
obfervations  by  which  he  fully  vindicates  the  pra&ice 
“  ol  inoculating  from  the  injurious  imputation  thrown 
“  out  againjl  it.  Thofe  who  are  defirous  of  particular  in¬ 
formation, 
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of  which  he  has  even  favoured  his  friends 
on  the  continent.  This  opinion  is  delivered 
in  the  following  exprelfions.  Remarks 
page  15  and  16. 

“  With  refpeft  to  the  latter  part  of  the 
cs  letter,  fo  immediately  refpefting  me, 
“  I  regret  very  much,  that  it  was  not  en- 
cc  tirely  omitted.  An  apology  for  publifh- 

<c  ing  his  fentiments  was  furely  unneceffary. 

* 

“  In  difputes  of  this  kind,  every  one  fhould 
follow  the  example  of  the  gentlemen 

“  formation,  may  have  recpurfe  to  the  pamphlet,  where 
“  they ’will  find  the  fubjeft  treated  in  the  mojl  rational , 
“  unprejudiced,  and  convincing  manner Vol.  xliii.  page 
235.  After  thus  contradifting  themfelves,  thefe  learned 
Critics,  probably  from  a  confcioufnefs  of  their  own  in- 
confiflency,  recommend,  in  the  words  of  Baron  Dimf- 
dale,  that*  “  a  decifive  judgment  of  this  important  difpute 
“  may  he  formed,  by  prefenting  the  pamphlets  on  the 
<c  fubjeft  to  fome  CoJfee-houJ'es  and  other  places They 
do  not,  however,  explain  what  other  places  they  mean; 
but  by  analogy  it  may  be  prefumed  to  imply  Porter  and 
Punch-houses. 


— 


fC  at 
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t(  at  the  bar  ;  who,  notwithftanding  they 
“  fupport  a  caufe  with  great  earneftnefs, 
“  do  not  retain  the  leaft  refentment  againft 
their  opponent.  Private  charafter  had 
cc  certainly  nothing  to  do  with  the  fubje£l 
on  which  he  treats  ;  and  indeed,  I  fear, 
to  thofe  who  know  the flight  acquaintance 
“  fublilting  between  us,  the  concluding 
paragraph  mull  appear  abundantly  too 
“  flattering.  That  mutual  civilities  have 
“  pafled  the  very  few  times  we  have  had 
occalion  to  meet,  is  true ;  but  I  do  not 
cc  recolleft  that  we  have  fpent  an  hour  to - 
te  gether ,  more  than  once  ;  nor  had  we 
“  ever  any  epiflolary  correflpondence .  There 
cc  mull  be  an  exceflive  avidity  of  praife,  to 
render  fuch  lavifli  and  ill-founded  en- 
ff;  comiums  agreeable. 33 

*  » 

A  paragraph  more  extraordinary  than 
this,  poflibly  never  appeared  in  print.  The 

B  reader 


reader  muft  poffefs  no  trivial  (hare  of  pe¬ 
netration,  if  he  difcerns  in  the  paffage 
quoted  from  my  letter,  any  reafon  for 
the  Barons  document,  refpefting  the 
purfuit  of  medical  controverlies,  in  the 
mode  that  council  fupport  the  caufes  of 
their  clients.  The  document  is  certainly 
good  ;  but  there  feems  no  great  propriety 
in  its  prefent  application.  Refentment 
ought  never  to  be  indulged  ;  but  on  this 

r  r 

occafion  it  did  not  refide  in  my  bofom, 
nor  did  any  mention  of  it  occur  on  my 
paper*  From  fome  others,  perhaps,  it 
was  not  very  difiant,  otherwife  its  name 
could  fcarcely  have  been  feen  in  a  place 
where  it  evidently  had  no  manner  of  buli- 
nefs.  The  B  aron’s  fear  that  my  opinion 
of  him  fhould  appear  “  abundantly  too  fiat - 
C(  tering ,”  is  like  wife  very  peculiar :  few 
people  I  believe  would  be  angry  at  being 
credited  with  the  attributes  of  politenefs 

,  and 
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and  difcernment :  if  I  was  fufpe&ed  not 
to  be  ferious,  there  mull  furely  be  fome 
fecret  confcioufnefs  of  defe£t,  where  well- 
meant  applaufe  was  fo  readily  miftaken 
for  ill-meant  irony.  The  inference,  that 
the  fuperficiality  of  our  acquaintance  mud 
make  my  aforefaid  opinion  “  too flattering” 
is  by  no  means  juft  or  conclufive  :  a  very 
intimate  connexion  cannot  furely  be  necef- 
fary,.  in  order  to  know  that  a  perfon  is  a 
gentleman,  and  a  man  of  difcernment  in  his 
profeflion.  But  there  is  fomething  very  he¬ 
terogeneous  to  the  idea  generally  conceived 
of  Baron  Dimsdale,  in  his  publicly 
difclaiming  thefe  chara&ers,  by  aflerting  the 
encomiums  which  conferred  them,  to  be 
lavifli  and  ill-founded. 

% 

That  I  could  be  abfurd  enough  to  flatter 
any  man,  when  no  purpofe  whatever  could 
be  anfwered  by  my  flattery,  thofe  who 

B  2  know 


[  12  ] 

know  me  will  not  believe  ;  and  that  I  could 
be  mean  enough  to  attempt  to  derive  im¬ 
portance  from  mere  pretenfions  to  the 
friendfhip  of  any  man,  will,  to  them,  ap¬ 
pear  equally  incredible.  To  ftrangers,  it 
may  be  requifite  to  fhew,  that  the  refpeft 
Iprofeffed  for  Baron  Dimsdale  was  real; 
and  that  my  acquaintance  with  him  was 
not  quite  fo  fuperficial,  as  he  now  wilhes 
the  world  to  imagine.  To  do  this,  I  am 
reduced  to  the  very  difagreeable  talk  of 
particularizing  private,  and,  confidered  in 
themfelves,  unimportant  tranfaftions. 

My  perfonal  acquaintance  with  Baron 
Dimsdale  commenced  fome  time  in  the 
year  1770.  He  was  then  in  the  banking 
bufmefs  in  London,  partner  in  a  houfe  with 
a  relation  of  mine,  a  circumftance  which 
caufed  us  often  accidentally  to  meet ;  and 
a  cafe  of  dangerous  illnefs  foon  after  occur¬ 


ring 
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ring  in  the  family,  demanded  our  joint  at¬ 
tendance  as  phyficians.  The  duration  of 
our  interviews  on  this  occafion,  I  cannot 
poffibly  afcertain ;  but,  as  he  was  on 
the  mod  intimate  footing  with  the  fa¬ 
mily,  I  think  they  mud  fometimes  have 
exceeded  the  limits  of  an  hour.  His  hu¬ 
mane  attention,  however,  obtained  him 
my  fincere  efteem ;  and  he,  in  return,  fa¬ 
voured  me  with  all  the  appearances  of  an 
unreferved  Friendfhip. 

About  the  year  1773,  I  refolved  to  place 
a  kinfman  from  the  Weft-Indies  with  fome 
medical  praftitioner  in  the  country.  Ba¬ 
ron  D  imsdale’s  principal  refidence  was 
at  Hertford ;  and  his  opinion  favouring 
the  charafter  of  an  ingenious  Surgeon  of 
that  town,  I  had  no  motive  left  for  hefi- 
tation,  and  my  relation  was  accordingly 
fettled  there.  Frefli  inftances  of  the  Ba¬ 


ron  s 
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ron’s  civility,  and  even  kindnefs,  were 
now  experienced.  When  I  vifited  Hert¬ 
ford  on  my  kinfman’s  account,  the  Baron 
invited  me  to  dine  with  him,  and  I  was 
permitted  to  introduce  that  kinfman  to  his 


In  the  fummer  of  1774,  Omiah,  the  na¬ 
tive  of  Otaheite,  who  not  long  before  ar¬ 
rived  in  England,  was  under  Inoculation 
at  Hertford.  Curiofity  invited  feveral, 
and  among  them  myfelf,  to  embrace  this 
convenient  opportunity  of  feeing  this  cele¬ 
brated  liranger  :  but  I  do  not  recolleft  that 
Baron  Dimsdale  paid  the  compliment 
of  invitation  to  make  one  at  his  table  with 
the  Ruffian  ambaffador  and  his  lady,  to 
any  perfon  befides  myfelf;  and  I  fpentM 
great  part  of  the  day,  confequently  more 
than  an  hour ,  at  his  houfe,  in  a  very 
agreeable  manner. 


To 
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To  fpecify  particularly  all  the  opportu¬ 
nities  I  had  of  encrealing  my  acquaintance 
with  Baron  Dimsdale,  is  not  in  my 
power  ;  but  that  a  confiderable  degree  of 
friendfhip,  and  even  of  freedom,  mud  fub- 
fift  betwixt  us,  is  evident,  from  his  intro¬ 
ducing  his  fon  where  we  attended  in  con¬ 
futation.  My  regard  for  him  made  me 
overlook  fmall  punftilios,  and  cheerfully 
acquiefce  in  any  thing,  which  he  thought 
might  promote  the  intereft  of  his  family ; 
but  fuch  an  intrufion  would,  I  believe,  in 
mod  cafes,  have  been  thought  fcarcely 
decent. 

X* 

The  reader  mud  remember,  that  the 
Baron  has  pofitively  declared  that  we 
never  had  any  epijlolary  correfpondcnce* 
There  is  a  period  of  life,  when  early  im- 
prelhons  are  ftrongly  retained,  while  recent 
events  elude  the  memory.  The  Baron’s 

declaration. 


i 
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( 

declaration*  therefore*  I  fliould  have  chari¬ 
tably  attributed  to  forgetfulnefs*  had  I 
not  noticed  his  accuracy  in  recollefling 
fome  late  private  converfations  ;  an  accu¬ 
racy  equalled  only  by  his  promptitude  in 
difclofmg  them.  Of  a  frequent  epiftolary 
correfpondence  with  him*  I  never  boafted  : 
as  we  often  faw  each  other*  and  neither  of 
us  had  much  leifure  for  writing  more  than 
neceffity  required*  fuch  a  correfpondence 
was  not  likely  to  take  place  ;  but  that  let¬ 
ters  have  palled  between  us*  I  can  fafely 
alfert. 

The  above  defcribed  connexion*  which, 
if  it  could  not  be  deemed  the  ftrifteft  inti¬ 
macy*  muft  furely  amount  to  more  than  a 
mere  reciprocation  of  civilities*  continued 

uninterrupted  till  the  fummer  of  1778*  du¬ 
ring  which*  as  the  Baron  juftly  obferves, 

I  was  feveral  times*  I  think  thrice*  at  Hert¬ 
ford* 
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ford.  My  bufmefs  there  was  this  :  a  lady 
in  that  town  had  been  for  fome  time  affiifted 
with  a  fevere  chronical  indifpofition.  Dr. 
Walley,  an  eminent  phyfician  in  the  neigh¬ 
bourhood  of  Ware,  attended  her.  For  fa- 

•  i 

tisfaftion  of  the  family,  a  confultation  was 
thought  eligible  ;  but  with  Dr.  Walley, 
though  perhaps  not  his  inferior  in  educa¬ 
tion,  learning,  reputation,  or  extent  of 
pra&ice,  the  Baron,  from  motives  of  pri¬ 
vate  animofity,  had  always  refufed  to  con- 
fult :  application  to  fome  other  practitioner 
of  courfe  became  neceflary  ;  I  was  thought 
of,  applied  to,  and  attended.  Perhaps  I 
was  treading  on  interdi£led  ground  —  en¬ 
trance  on  the  precinfts  of  the  Baron’s 
medical  domain,  might  pofiibly  be  a  tref- 
pafs  not  eafy  to  be  forgiven.  Perhaps  this 
was  not  the  cafe ;  but  had  I  known  in  the 

mo  ft  certain  manner  that  it  was,  I  muft  at 

4  »  -  * 

all  events  have  attended.  Whatever  may 
'  C  be 
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be  the  opinion  of  others,  it  appears  to  me 
the  indifpenfable  duty  of  a  Phyfician  to  at¬ 
tend  where  he  is  called  ;  and  to  prefer  the 
fafety  of  his  fellow-creatures,  to  the  fear  of 
difpleafing  his  friends  on  the  one  hand,  or 
to  the  indulgence  of  perfonal  antipathy  or 
refentment  againfl  his  enemies  on  the 
other. 

.  _  ^  .  9  _  *  f  , 

Throughout  this  whole  affair,  I  was  un- 
confcious  of  any  intention  of  offence  ;  nor 
did  it  for  fome  time  appear  that  I  had  given 
any.  By  the  Baron’s  account,  however, 
the  fatire  of  which  afts  both  ways  like  a 
two-edged  weapon,  it  feems  as  if  I  had  a 
defign  of  offending,  if  not  in  that  way,  yet 
in  another ;  either  by  neglect  of  him,  con- 
fidered  as  an  intimate  friend ;  or  elfe  by 
impertinent  intrufion  on  him,  confidered 
almoft  as  a  ftranger.  “  This  lafl  Summer,” 

has  been  feveral 


fays  he,  “  Dr.  L- 
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**  times  at  Hertford ;  and  once  did  me  the 
favour  to  call  at  my  houfe  for  a  few 
“  minutes,  when  he  introduced  the  fubjeft 
of  the  Society,  by  faying,  that  their 
“  finances  were  very  low,  and  there  had 
“  been  thoughts  of  making  fome  alteration 
in  their  manner  of  proceeding;  but  for 
“  himfelf,  as  his  friends  were  engaged  in  a 
“  difpute  concerning  the  Inftitution,  he 
had  determined  to  take  no  part  in  it.  I 
“  only  replied*  that  I  hoped  whoever  did, 
“  would  keep  to  the  point,  and  anfwer  the 
“  objeftions  that  had  been  made  without 
“  renewing  affertions  that  had  been  fhewn 
(S  to  be  ill-founded.  He  anfwered,  Certainly 
*£  they  (hould  ;  for  whoever  negleQed  this, 
“  would  only  expofe  himfelf.  No  mention 
<c  was  made  about  the  General  Inoculation 
“  at  Ware  the  preceding  Summer,  al- 
“  though  I  lived  within  two  miles  of  the 
<£  place,  and  he  might  of  courfe  conclude 

C  2  (e  that 
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Cf  that  fome  information  might  have  been 
cf  received  from  me.  Why,  therefore,  he 
“  neither  chofe  at  this  interview,  or  at  any 
other  time  to  make  enquiry  of  a  perfon 
C£  for  whom  he  profeffes  fo  high  an  efteem, 
Cf  who  he  knew  did  not  approve  of  the  In- 
C£  ftitution  for  General  Inoculation,  and 
cc  who  is  perfuaded  would  unite  in  pro- 
£c  moting  the  plan  if  he  was  convinced 
“  of  its  public  utility,  feems  fomewhat 
cc  myfterious.” 

This  certainly  demands  explanation. 
My  firft  journey  to  Hertford  was  performed 
in  hafle.  I  was  confined  for  time,  and 
dined  at  an  Inn.  A  near  relation  of  the 
Baron’s,  a  courteous  and  amiable  gen¬ 
tleman,  afterwards  politely  upbraiding  me 
for  omitting  to  dine  with  him,  I  deter¬ 
mined  at  my  next  vifit  to  make  amends 

for  the  omiffion.  After  dinner,  at  this 

•  — 

vifit. 
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vifit,  the  Baron  fent  a  meffage  with  in¬ 
formation,  that  he  would  call  on  me  for 
half  an  hours  converfation.  I  returned 
for  anfwer,  “  That  being  obliged  to  be  in 
“  London  as  foon  as  poffible,  I  was  pre- 
“  paring  to  fet  out,  and  would  for  expedi- 
“  tion-fake  immediately  wait  on  him.5’  I 
did  fo,  and  if  he  had  really  then  conceived 
any  difgufl  at  my  above-mentioned  at¬ 
tendance  with  Dr.  Walley,  the  emotions 
of  it  were  fo  carefully  fuppreffed,  that  no 
appearance  of  it  could  be  difcovered. 
Such  unrefervednefs,  on  the  contrary,  pre¬ 
vailed  in  his  behaviour,  as  tended  to 
heighten  my  ideas  of  the  lincerity  and  ar¬ 
dor  of  his  Friendfhip.  It  is  a  maxim  of 
the  famous  Cardinal  de  Retz,  that  C£  per- 
“  fons  who  are  entrufted  with  affairs  of 
“  importance,  are  the  leafl  inclined  to  dif- 
“  clofc  trivial  matters.”  Baron  Dims- 
dale  enjoys  the  title  of  “  Aclual  Coun- 

*  fellor 


“  fellor  of  State  to  the  Autocratrix  of  all 
“  the  Ruffias  but  fuppofing  the  aforefaid 
maxim  to  be  juft,  his  conduft  on  this  oo 
cafion  indicated,  that  his  Imperial  Patro* 
nefs  had  rather  honoured  him  with  titles, 

than  confided  to  him  fecrets  of  ftate,  or 

* 

elfe  that  he  afforded  me  the  mod  unequi¬ 
vocal  mark  of  his  Efteem.  During  the 
“few  minutes'  we  paffed  together,  befides 
his  (hare  of  that  converfation  which  he  has 
expofed  in  the  paffage  juft  quoted  from  his 
**  Remarks  he  introduced  the  circum- 
fiance  of  a  difpute,  between  himfelf  and  Dr. 
Walley.  Whether,  by  apprizing  me  of  his 
difference  with  that  gentleman,  he  meant  to 
intimate  that  my  connexions  with  both  at 
the  fame  time  would  be  incompatible,  I  do 
not  pretend  to  determine.  But  I  will  not 
imitate  his  example  in  publishing  private 
difcourfe,  in  which  the  world  in  general  has 
no  intereft.  Suffice  it  to  fay,  that  all  things 

confidered. 


# 
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considered,  I  think  I  have  fully  acquitted 
myfelf  of  the  charges  of  negle&ing  him 
on  one  hand,  or  intruding  on  him  on 
the  other. 

The  reafon  why,  at  the  above  interview, 

I  chofe  to  fay  little  on  the  fubjeft  of  Inocu¬ 
lation,  was  this:  Dr.  Watkinfon’s  oppo- 
fitionto  the  Baron’s  fentiments  was  men¬ 
tioned  by  him  with  fuch  evident  difpleafure, 
that  I  Ihould  have  deemed  it  an  unpardon¬ 
able  inftance  of  rudenefs  to  have  told  him 

i 

in  his  own  houfe,  that  I  entertained  the 
fame  opinions  with  his  antagonift.  The 
reafon  why  I  made  no  enquiry  of  him  re- 
fpefting  the  Ware  Inoculation,  is  ob¬ 
vious  :  fuch  enquiry  mult  have  been  an  • 
unpolite  adherence  to  what  was  plainly 
perceived  to  be  a  difagreeable  topic  :  nor 
could  I  have  derived  any  information  from 
him  concerning  it,  which  had  not  already 

been 
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been  derived  from  others.  I  had  heard 
that  there  had  been  fuch  an  Inoculation, 
and  on  requefting  the  particulars,  was  in¬ 
formed  as  follows : 

That  a  malignant  Natural  Small-Pox 
had  raged,  in  Ware,  all  the  Winter  of 
1776,  and  Spring  of  1777,  and  deftroyed 
about  eighty  perfons — That  the  poorer  clafs 
of  people,  fenfible  of  the  benefit  of  Inocu¬ 
lation,  were  eager  to  obtain  it,  but  that  the 
Parifh  for  fome  time  refufed  to  alfift  them 
— That  the  remonftrances  of  fome  neigh¬ 
bouring  Gentlemen  at  length  prevailed, 
and  the  remaining  fubjects,  in  number  about 
one  hundred,  were  inoculated  by  a  princi¬ 
pal  Surgeon  of  the  Town.  The  operation 
was  univerfally  fuccefsful ;  and  a  difeafe 
which  had  continued  with  fuch  fatality  for 

feveral  months,  was  totally  exterminated 

*  • 

in  a  few  weeks.  The  Baron,  in  his  Re¬ 
marks, 
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marks,  afferts,  that  “  this  Inoculation  was 

“  conduced  exaftly  in  the  fame  manner 

* 

“  that  he  has  recommended  in  his  writings ; 
“  and  that  fuch  as  were  unwilling  to  fubmit 
“  to  the  operation,  took  all  poffible  care 
“  to  avoid  intercourfe  with  the  infefted.” 

Here,  however,  he  is  certainly  miftaken.— 

* 

Precautions  or  reftriftions  in  a  place  already 
full  of  contagion,  would  have  been  abfurd  ; 
nor  indeed  did  any  fuch  exift.  No  perfons, 
as  I  have  been  credibly  informed,  quitted 
the  Town,  or  confined  themfelves  to  their 
houfes,  or  in  faft  did  any  thing  which  they 
had  not  been  ufed  to  do.^ 

Previous 

*  None  of  thofe  few,  who  had  not  had  the  difeafe,  and 
did  not  chufe  to  be  inoculated,  contracted  it  in  the  na¬ 
tural  way,  after  the  Inoculation  took  place. — If  they  un¬ 
luckily  had,  Inoculation  would  have  been  blamed  for  it, 
though  thefe  very  perfons  would  have  been  fubjeCted  to 
as  much  or  more  hazard  from  the  progrefs  which  the 
natural  difeafe  would  certainly  have  made  through  the 
town.  An  Inoculation  in  a  large  town  (fuppofed  to  be 

D  Bedford] 
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Previous  to  my  third  vifit  to  Hertford, 
I  had  engaged  to  dine  with  a  gentleman 
near  Ware,  and  had  alfo  promifed  to  wait 
on  Dr.  Walley  at  Rulh-Green,  the  place 
of  his  refidence.  When  I  came  to  Hert¬ 
ford,  I  accidentally  met  Baron  Dims- 
dale  in  the  town.  Motwithflanding  the 
difcourfe  which  had  paffed  betwixt  us  on 
Inoculation,  no  marks  of  diftance  or  dif- 
guft  were  perceptible  in  his  conduft :  far, 
indeed,  from  any  thing  of  that  kind,  he  fa¬ 
voured  me  with  what  I  think  mull  at  lead 
bear  the  refemblance  of  a  more  than  com¬ 
mon  refpeft.  He  had  a  patient,  he  faid, 
a  child,  with  whofe  parents  I  was  ac- 

Bedford)  is  feverely  but  unjuftly  cenfured  by  the  Baron, 
for  the  lofs  of  fifty-nine  perfons  (vide  Monthly  Review, 
vol.  lviii.  page  297) ;  but  before  he  had  paffed  his  cenfurc, 
he  fhould  have  proved,  that  thefe  fifty-nine  perfons  would 
not  have  died  of  the  natural  difeafe :  perhaps  he  thinks 
all  Inoculations  criminal,  but  thofe  that  are  made  under 
his  own  Infpe&ion, 


quainted, 
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quainted,  on  whole  cafe  he  wilhed  me  to 
be  confulted  ;  and  had  accordingly  Tent  to 
apprize  the  family  of  my  arrival.  He  then 
prefled  me  to  dine  with  him  in  company 
with  the  friends  of  his  above-mentioned 
patient ;  and  my  prior  engagement,  only, 
prevented  me  from  complying  with  his  ap¬ 
parently  kind  invitation. 

As  near  as  I  can  recollect,  the  foregoing 
palfed  as  we  walked  together,  and  I  think 
I  accompanied  him  to  his  houfe.  That 
day  I  dined  with  the  gentleman  to  whom  I 
was  engaged,  fpent  an  hour  with  Dr. 
Walley,  and  returned  in  the  evening  to 
London.  Whether  the  Baron’s  intimation 
already  hinted,  of  his  hoftile  fituation  with 
Dr.  Walley,  was  intended  as  a  kind  of 
prohibitory  claufe  or  caveat  againfl:  my 
cultivating  an  acquaintance  with  that  gen¬ 
tleman,  I  cannot  tell  ;  fure  I  am,  at  that 

D  2  time 
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* 

time  I  had  no  conception  that,  in  order  to 
remain  his  Friend,  it  was  neceflary  to 
avoid  a  civil  intercourfe  with  every  one, 
whom  he  was  pleafed  to  think  his  Enemy. 
Some,  however,  have  imagined,  that  my 
waiting  on  Dr.  Walley  that  afternoon,  was 
one  of  the  circumdances  that  contributed 
to  deprive  me  of  his  good  opinion.* 

After  this,  no  perfonal  interview  oc¬ 
curred. — -But  my  lad,  and  mod  capital 
crime,  indeed  the  only  one  I  am  accufed' 
of,  was  now  committed. — That  Baron 
D  imsdale  claimed  an  exclufive  right,  not 
only  to  the  Theory  and  Praftice  of  Inocu¬ 
lation,  but  alfo  to  every  thing  that  bore 
relation  to  it,  I  could  not  fufpect,  Hu- 

*  Suppofing  this  to  be  the  cafe,  Dr.  Walley  was  much 
more  liberal ;  he  knew  of  my  acquaintance  with  Baron 
Dimsdale;  but  he  did  not,  for  that  reafon,  decline 
commencing  a  friendihip  with  me. 


mamty 
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manity  to  the  poor,  as  before  obferved, 
ftimulated  me  to  countenance  a  Charitable 
Inftitution,  founded  for  their  benefit;  and 
although  I  knew  he  was  a  ftrenuous  and 
powerful  opponent  of  this  Inftitution,  I 
really  thought  I  might  venture  to  exprefs 
my  fentiments  without  afking  his  leave, 
provided  they  were  exprefled  in  a  candid 
and  liberal  manner/*  I  prefumed  then  to 
publifh  my  Cf  Letter  to  Sir  Robert  Bar- 
ker,  &c.”  but  what  was  worfe,  I  pub- 
lilhed  it  without  confulting  Baron  Dims- 
dale  ;  and  worfe  ftill,  though  with  intent 

*  Some  of  my  Friends  have  fuggefted,  that,  in  fpite  of 
all  appearances,  my  being  an  active  Member  of  the  So¬ 
ciety  for  General  Inoculation,  muft  necelfarily  render  me 
fecretly  difagreeable  to  the  Baron.  How  far  this  might 
be  the  cafe,  I  know  not ;  but  I  think  Jealoufy  could  not 
have  any  fnare  in  exciting  his  difpleafure,  fince  I  never 
folicited  the  pra&ice  of  Inoculation  as  a  lucrative  em¬ 
ployment,  nor  difcovered  an  Inclination  to  take  any  ftep 
that  might  diminifh  his  Ihare  of  bufinefs. 

to 


/ 
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to  preclude  all  occafion  of  offence,  I  fub- 
joined  that  unlucky  paragraph,  which  has 

i  . 

operated  fo  diametrically  contrary  to  my 
intention , 

v/  '  i 

The  Specification  of  the  foregoing  par¬ 
ticulars  has  been  a  painful,  but  abfolutely 
neceffary  tafk;  neceffary,  in  order  to  prove 
that  I  once  enjoyed  the  friendfliip  of 
Baron  D  imsdale,  or  at  leafl  fomething 
that  could  not  be  diftinguifhed  from  it. 
That  I  have  now  loft  it,  is  plain :  but  I 
hope  it  will  be  admitted,  that  the  means  by 
which  the  lofs  was  incurred,  do  not  dif- 
cover  any  marks  of  a  wilful  culpability. 
Let  me,  however,  recapitulate  my  offences, 
fuppofed ,  and  declared ,  in  a  regular  climax 
— I  vifited  a  patient  at  Hertford  in  confulta- 
tion  with  Dr.  Walley  :  it  was  my  duty  to  do 
fo — In  a  converfation  with  Baron  Dims- 
dale,  I  did  not  accede  to  his  fentiments  of 

the 
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the  Society  For  inoculating  the  Poor :  but 
could  I  help  difference  of  opinion? — I 
waited  on  Dr.  Walley  :  was  it  a  crime  to 
exchange  civilities  with  any  man? — No- 
thing  paffed  at  that  interview  injurious  to 
the  Baron:  the  Subjects  of  his  differ¬ 
ence  with  Dr.  Walley,  or  even  that  of 
Inoculation,  were  not  called  in  queftion, 
as  feveral  refpeftable  Gentlemen,  one  a 
Medical  Praftitioner,  who  were  all  the 
time  prefent,  can  teftify. — I  published  a 
pamphlet  in  favour  of  the  Society,  with¬ 
out  the  cognizance  of  the  Baron  :  it 
might  be  an  a£t  of  temerity;  but  one  fhould 
fuppofe  every  man  has  a  right  to  publifh 
his  thoughts  on  matters  that  concern  the 
Welfare  of  the  Community.- — To  complete 
the  meafure  of  my  Iniquities,  I  dared  in 
that  pamphlet  to  claim  an  acquaintance 
with  the  Great  Inoculator. — ' Thefe, 
or  fome  of  thefe,  have  procured  me  pun  ifii- 
o  meat ; 
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ment ;  I  have  been  publicly  difclaimed  as 
a  contemptible  and  infolent  Pretender  to 
connections  with  a  character  far  my  fupe- 
rior;  a  character,  that  not  only  derives 
Importance  from  popularity  at  home,  but 
unites,  in  one  perfon,  the  honorary  em- 
ployments  of  Firft  Phyfician  and  ACtual 
Counfellor  of  State  to  an  Imperial  Princefs, 
at  a  thoufand  miles  diftance  ! — To  infliCt 
this  punifhment,  the  “  Remarks”  feem 
principally  to  have  been  written. 


FINIS . 


